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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3-6, 9-11, 13-16, 19-21, 23-26, and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Dutta et al . (US Patent 6,918,066) in view of Garcia- 
Chiesa (US Pre-Grant Publication 2002/0099723). 

3. As to claim 1 , Dutta et al . teaches a method of testing browser software in a 
computer environment (see Abstract). 

Dutta et al . does not teach: 

Generating a list of URLs (Universal Resource Location) using a web crawler; 
Garcia-Chiesa teaches: 

Generating a list of URLs (Universal Resource Location) using a web crawler 
(see paragraph [0010]); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Dutta et al . by the teaching of Garcia- 
Chiesa , since Garcia-Chiesa teaches that "Further more the techniques include the 
elimination of possible crawling loops that due to minor differences in the emitted URLs 
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format could otherwise be undetected by crawlers not specifically aware of the non- 
materiality of these subtle syntactic differences" (see paragraph [0043]). 
Dutta et al . as modified teaches: 

Automatically instructing a first browser program to load and render web pages 
according to the list of URLs (see Dutta et al . 8:5-10. A user can go through multiple 
web pages. The process of the current application is automatic, and the process in 
Dutta et al. is manual. However, the following section from MPEP 2144.04 [R-1], section 
III states: 

In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 95, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958) (Appellant argued 
that claims to a permanent mold casting apparatus for molding trunk pistons were 
allowable over the prior art because the claimed invention combined "old permanent- 
mold structures together with a timer and solenoid which automatically actuates the 
known pressure valve system to release the inner core after a predetermined time has 
elapsed." The court held that broadly providing an automatic or mechanical means to 
replace a manual activity which accomplished the same result is not sufficient to 
distinguish over the prior art.) [Emphasis Added]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have used the list developed in Garcia-Chiesa , and 
combine it with the page navigation of Dutta et al . to browse multiple pages). 

Dutta et al . as modified further teaches: 

Detecting one or more errors in rendering of the first browser program the web 
pages (see Dutta et al . 7:8-21 and 7:50-65); and 

Automatically storing information about the one or more errors (see Dutta et al . 
7:50-65 and Figure 11). 



As to claim 1 1 , Dutta et al . teaches an apparatus of testing browser software in a 
computer environment (see Abstract), comprising: 
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Dutta et al . does not teach: 

A module for generating a list of URLs (Universal Resource Location) using a 
web crawler 

Garcia-Chiesa teaches a module for generating a list of URLs (Universal 
Resource Location) using a web crawler (see paragraph [0010]); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Dutta et al . by the teaching of Garcia- 
Chiesa , since Garcia-Chiesa teaches that "Further more the techniques include the 
elimination of possible crawling loops that due to minor differences in the emitted URLs 
format could otherwise be undetected by crawlers not specifically aware of the non- 
materiality of these subtle syntactic differences" (see paragraph [0043]). 

Dutta et al . as modified teaches: 

A module for automatically instructing a first browser program to load and render 
web pages according to the list of URLs (see Dutta et al . 8:5-10 and rejection of claim 1 , 
above); 

A module for detecting one or more errors in rendering of the first browser 
program the web pages (see Dutta et al ., 7:8-21 and 7:50-65); and 

A module for automatically storing information about the one or more errors (see 
Dutta et al . 7:50-65 and Figure 1 1 ). 



As to claim 21. Dutta et al . teaches a program storage medium readable by a 
computer, tangibly embodying a program of instructions executable by the computer to 
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perform a method for of testing browser software in a computer environment (see 
Abstract) 

Dutta et al . does not teach generating a list of URLs (Universal Resource 
Location) using a web crawler; 

Garcia-Chiesa teaches generating a list of URLs (Universal Resource Location) 
using a web crawler (see paragraph [0010]); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Dutta et al . by the teaching of Garcia- 
Chiesa . since Garcia-Chiesa teaches that "Further more the techniques include the 
elimination of possible crawling loops that due to minor differences in the emitted URLs 
format could otherwise be undetected by crawlers not specifically aware of the non- 
materiality of these subtle syntactic differences" (see paragraph [0043]). 

Dutta et al . as modified teaches: 

automatically instructing a first browser program to load and render web pages 
according to the list of URLs (see Dutta et al . 8:5-10 and rejection of claim 1 , above); 

Detecting one or more errors in rendering of the first browser program the web 
pages (see Dutta et al .. 7:8-21 and 7:50-65); and 

Automatically storing information about the one or more errors (see Dutta et al . 
7:50-65 and Figure 11). 



As to claims 3, 13, and 23, Dutta et al . as modified teaches wherein the detecting 
of the one or more errors comprising the step of: 



Application/Control Number: 10/773,068 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2164 

Automatically instructing a second browser program to load and render the web 
pages (see Dutta et al . 7:23-35); and 

Comparing a representation of rendering results of the first browser program to a 
representation of rendering results of the second browser program (see Dutta et al . 
7:50-65). 

As to claims 4, 14, and 24, Dutta et al . teaches wherein one or more errors are 
detected when the representation of rendering results of the first browser program does 
not match the representation of rendering results of the second browser program (see 
Dutta et al . 8:65-9:14). 

As to claims 5, 15, and 25, Dutta et al . teaches wherein the representation of 
rendering results of the first browser program comprises a screen image of a web page 
rendered by the first browsing program (see Dutta et al . 7:66-8:3, and Figure 5). 

As to claims 6, 16, and 26, Dutta et al . teaches wherein the representation of 
rendering results of the first browser program comprises an internal representation of a 
web page as interpreted by the first browser program (see Dutta et al . 8:65-9:14). 

As to claim 9, 19, and 29, Dutta et al . as modified teaches further comprising the 
step of avoiding duplicated visits to a same URL (see Garcia-Chiesa paragraph [0010]. 
"Further, the methods the present invention generate lists of unique URLs that are 
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marked each of them as static, thus the engines do not need to follow ANY non-static 
link. Plus, the list that follows is deduplicated, optimized and sanitized"). 

As to claim 10, 20, and 30, Dutta et al . as modified teaches wherein a number of 
URLs are removed from the URLs reported by the web crawler to generate the list of 
URLs (see Garcia-Chiesa paragraph [0010]. Removing duplicates will remove URLs 
from the list). 

4. Claims 2, 12, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dutta et al . (US Patent 6,918,066) in view of Garcia-Chiesa (US Pre-Grant 
Publication 2002/0099723), and further in view of Othmer et al . (US Patent 6,167,358). 

Dutta et al . as modified does not explicitly teach wherein the one or more errors 
include a crash of the first browser program in rendering one of the web pages. 

Othmer et al . teaches wherein the one or more errors include a crash of the first 
browser program in rendering one of the web pages (see 9:39-49). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Dutta et al . by the teaching of Othmer et 
al., since Othmer et al . teaches that "the invention is particularly applicable to a system 
and method for monitoring a software application or a micro-processor on a distributed 
set of client computers in order to determine information, such as defects or usage 
patterns, about the software application or the microprocessor" (see 4:10-23). 
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5. Claims 7, 17, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dutta et al . (US Patent 6,918,066) in view of Garcia-Chiesa (US Pre-Grant 
Publication 2002/0099723), and further in view of Examiner taking Official Notice. 

Dutta et al . teaches wherein the internal representation of the web page 
comprises attributes of the web page (see Dutta et al . 8:65-9:14) 
Dutta et al . does not explicitly teach including: 
A background color; 
A number of columns of a table; and 
A number of rows of a table. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have tested a web page in Dutta et al . that included the 
components listed in claim 7, since they are common components in HTML / webpage 
designing. Dutta et al . teaches testing for tags (see 8:65-9:14). 

6. Claims 8, 18, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dutta et al . (US Patent 6,918,066) in view of Garcia-Chiesa (US Pre-Grant 
Publication 2002/0099723), and further in view of Shindo (US Patent 6,865,592). 



Dutta et al . as modified teaches the claim upon which these claims depend. 
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Dutta et al . as modified does not teach automatically restarting the first browser 
program after a crash of the first browser program in rendering one of the web pages. 

Shindo teaches automatically restarting the first browser program after a crash of 
the first browser program in rendering one of the web pages (see Shindo 1 1 :1 5-23). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Dutta et al . by the teaching of Shindo . 
since Shindo teaches that "if a failure occurs due to the Web environment on the 
automatic transaction apparatus side, such as halting of the Web browser, or if a failure 
occurs due to the Web environment on the Web server side, such as shut-down of the 
server or congestion on the network, the automatic transaction apparatus cannot 
download applications required to operate. Therefore the automatic transaction 
apparatus halts the process. If the automatic transaction apparatus stops, customers 
cannot be serviced" (see 1:31-39). 



Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles D. Adams whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3938. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM, M - F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Charles Adams 
AU2164 
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PRIMAflY EXAMINER 



